REMARKS 



This paper is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action 
dated June 30, 2005, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on 
September 30, 2005. 

Applicant believes the amendments made to the claims encompass the 
concerns discussed during the Interview on August 11, 2005. 

Claims 3 and 11 are cancelled from the Application. 

Claims 1, 4, 8, and 12 are currently amended in the Application. 

Claims 1-2, 4-10, and 12-14 are pending in the Application. 

I. Drawings 

The Office Action stated new drawings are required in order to exemplify 
more detail and better quality. 

Applicant hereby submits formal drawings as Attachment A. Applicant 
believes that no new matter has been added with these amendments. Reconsideration of the 
objection in view of the remarks is respectfully requested. 



II. Specification 

The Office Action objected to the Specification for various informalities. 
Applicant has amended the Abstract of the Disclosure to correct the printing error of 
spaces appearing between the letters. 

Applicant has amended Paragraph [00013] of the Specification (Line 5 of 
Page 3) and other paragraphs in order to correct minor grammatical and formatting 
issues. 
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Applicant believes that no new matter has been added with these 
amendments. Reconsideration of the objection in view of the remarks and amendments is 
respectfully requested. 

III. Claim Rejections, 35 USC §102 and Claim Rejections, 35 USC §103 

The Office Action rejected Claims 1-5, and 7-13 under U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Dichtel US Patent Number 5,146,768. The Office Action rejected 
Claims 6 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dichtel. 

Applicant has amended Claims 1 and 8 as discussed in the Interview with 
Examiner Reese and Examiner Sandy on August 11, 2005. Applicant believes that the 
amendments makes the claims patentable over the cited art as discussed in the Interview 

Applicant believes that no new matter has been added with these 
amendments. Reconsideration of the rejection in view of the remarks in the Interview and 
amendments is respectfully requested. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with any amendments 
that have been made. Reconsideration of this Application with the amended claims in 
view of the remarks expressed throughout this Response is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 8/25/05 




Wendy K. Buskop 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 32,202 
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Please mail correspondence to: 

The address associated with customer number 29637 



Wendy K. Buskop 
Buskop Law Group, P.C. 
1776 Yorktown, Suite 550 
Houston, Texas 77056 
713.403.7411 



Attachment A - Formal Drawings 
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ATTACHMENT A 
FORMAL DRAWINGS 



